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hundred * at least'*. Protests in Parliament (1624) were
unavailing, the Company declaring that its membership was
already too large 2. Deprived of many of its privileges in
1624, it recovered them ten years later 3 on the condition
that merchants of London ' exercised in the profession of
merchandise and not shopkeepers ' should be admitted for a
fine of fifty pounds, and those of the outports for twenty-
five pounds. These fines were to be doubled within a short
period 4, so that after 1634 they were fixed at a hundred
pounds and fifty pounds respectively 5. After the Restora-
tion the Company, pressed hard by the interlopers, en-
deavoured to disarm opposition by lowering the entrance fee
to £13 : 6 : 8 for London and £6 : 13 : 4 for the outports 6;
and it even offered to admit new members on any terms
approved by the State7. After the Revolution, when the
Company was deprived of its exclusive rights 8, the admission
fine was reduced to the nominal amount of forty shillings,
" with liberty to export English woollen manufactures into
all the limits of the Company except the Rivers of Elbe,
Weser and Eyder " 9.
The most important avenue to the freedom of the Com-
pany was apprenticeship—' service with a free brother *—tueSt
but qualifying conditions were attached.   The apprentice
had to be sixteen years of age before he was bound to his
1 The Lawes, Custodies and Ordinances of the Fellowshippe of Merchantes
Adventurers, 36-37. They also had to pay double impositions daring the
first seven years. Their apprentices paid at their admission £50 or more.
8 It asserted that 1800 members did not trade at all: House of Commons
Journals, i. 689, 773, 780.
3	Infra, p. 263.
4	State Papers Domestic, 1634-1635, p. 346;  1635-1636, p. 35;  Royal
Proclamation, 1634 (printed in the Appendix to Parker, Of a Free Trade,
1648); Tudor and Stuart Proclamations (ed. Steele), i. No. 1685.
5	These are also the amounts laid down in the Ordinance of 1643 (infra,
p. 264) : Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum, i. 311.   The statement in
Anderson, The Origin of Commerce (ed. 1764), ii. 75, and in Scott, Joint-
Stock Companies, i. 237, that the Ordinance of 1643 doubled the fine for
admission, and so made entrance * more difficult "Eh an before', overlooks the
proclamation of 1634.
*	State Papers Domestic, 1663-1664, p» 103.   Tudor and Stuart Proclama-
tions (ed. Steele), i. No. 3380, gives the same fine for London and provincial
merchants.
7	State Papers Domestic, 1670, p. 510 ; 1676-1677, p. 27.
8	See infra, p. 266.
•	House of Commons Journals, xii. 102 (1698).

